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Religions Liberty Association 
DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 
1. We believe in God, in the Bible as the word of God, and in the separation 


of church and state as taught by Jesus Christ. 


2. We. believe that the ten commandments are the law of God, and that they 
comprehend man’s whole duty to God and man. 


3. We believe that the religion of Jesus Christ is founded in the law of love 


of God, and needs no human power to support or enforce it. 


forced. 


4. We believe in civil government as divinely ordained to 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to rule in civil things, an 


Love cannot be 


rotect men in the 
that in this realm 


it is entitled to the respectful obedience of all. 


5. We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of every individual to 
worship or not to worship, according to the dictates of his own conscience, provided 
that in the exercise of this right he respects the equal rights of others. 


6. We believe that all religious legislation tends to unite church and state, is 
subversive of human rights, persecuting in character, and opposed to the best inter- 


ests of both church and state. 


7. We believe, therefore, that it is not within the province of civil government 


to legislate on religious questions. 


8. We believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and honorable means to pre- 
vent religious legislation, and oppose all movements tending to unite church and 
state, that all may enjoy the inestimable blessings of civil and religious liberty. 


9. We believe in the inalienable and constitutional right of free speech, free 


press, peaceable assembly, and petition. 


10. We also believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a curse to 


society. 


For further information regarding the principles of this association, address the Re- 
ligious Liberty Association, Takoma Park, Washington, D. C. (secretary, C. S. Longacre; 
associates, H, H, Votaw and M. C, Taft), or any of the affiliated organizations given below: 


AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS 


Atlantic Religious Liberty Association (affil- 
iated organizations in Maine, Vermont, Massa- 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Connecti- 
cut, and Rhode Island): Office, South Lancaster, 
'Mass.; secretary, E. K. Slade. 


Eastern Canadian Religious Liberty Association 
(affiliated organizations in New Brunswick, 
Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontario, and Newfound- 
. land); Office, Oshawa, Ontario; secretary, W. C. 
Moffett. 


Central States Religious Liberty Association 
_ (affiliated organizations in Kansas, Nebraska, 
. Missouri, Colorado, and Wyoming): Office, 303 
W. Seventh St., College View, Nebr.; secretary, 
J. J. Nethery. 


Columbia Religious Liberty Association (affil- 
iated organizations in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New 
Jersey, Virginia, West Virginia, Delaware, and 
Maryland): Office, 507 Flower Ave., Takoma 
Park, D. C.; secretary, A. J. Clark; associate, B. G. 
Wilkinson. 


Northern Religious Liberty Association (affil- 
iated organizations in Minnesota, Iowa, North 
Dakota, and South Dakota): Office, 2718 Third 
Ave., South, Minneapolis, Minn.; secretary, 
Charles Thompson. 


Nerth Pacific Religious Liberty Association (af- 
fillated organizations in Oregon, Washington, 
Idaho, Montana, and Alaska): Secretary, Morris 
Lukens, 202 South Pelouse St., Walla Walla, Wash. 


Pacific Religious Liberty Association (affiliated 
organizations in California, Nevada, Utah, and 
— Secretary, W. M. Adams, Bin 7, Lodi, 

alif. 


Southeastern Religious Liberty Association (af- 
fillated organizations in Florida, Georgia, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina): Office, 202-216 
First National Bank Bldg., Chattanooga, Tenn.; 
secretary, W. H. Heckman. 


Southern Religious Liberty Association (affil- 
iated organizations in Alabama, Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Louisiana, and Mississippi): Office, 2001 
24th Ave. N., Nashville, Tenn.; secretary, O. F. 
Frank. 


Southwestern Religious Liberty Association 
(affiliated organizations in Arkansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, and New Mexico): Office, 518-519 Ter- 
minal Bldg., Oklahoma City, Okla.; secretary, 
M. B. Van Kirk. 


Western Canadian Religious Liberty Associa- 
tion (affiliated organizations in Alberta, British 
Columbia, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan): Office, 
Lacombe, Alberta; secretary, S. A. Ruskjer. 
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California Defeats Proposed 
Barbers’ Sunday Law 


HE people of the Overwhelming do anything on Sunday would 
Gtate of California induce more people to go to 
eo @ yD 
again defeated a _ pro- Majority ehureh. 
posed Sunday law sub- of More Than The Sacramento Union 
mitted to them on a says: 


State-wide referendum, 
by the overwhelming ma- 
jority vote of nearly five to one. This 
Sunday law referendum eclipsed every 
other issue in the State of California 
just before the November election. 

The newspapers of the State played 
a very important part in the campaign 
against the proposed Sunday law. It 
was placed on the referendum by the 
Barbers’ Association, ostensibly to close 
all barber shops on Sunday in the State, 
but the militant political preachers of 
California induced the Barbers’ Asso- 
ciation to include all unnecessary labor 
and business on Sunday in the bill. The 
editorials of the newspapers present 
such sound fundamental principles as 
to why Sunday observance laws are un- 
sound and illogical in American juris- 
prudence, where a separation of church 
and state exists, that we take pleasure 
in presenting this formidable newspaper 
symposium upon this much-agitated re- 
ligious issue. 


The San Francisco Recorder says: 

“No doubt the religious organizations are in- 
terested in securing the adoption of this law 
in the hope that inability to go anywhere or 


700,000 Votes 


“We do not favor so-called 
biue laws, and we do not 
favor Sunday closing. The churches cannot 
legislate themselves into popularity by closing 


everything else on the Sabbath.” 


The Palo Alto Times says: 
“Just pass a law of this sort, and you will 


be giving the grandest sort of encouragement 
to the professional blue law promoters to try 
at the next election to put over laws forbidding 
Sunday baseball, Sunday movies, Sunday motor- 
ing, Sunday cigar selling, and everything else 
on Sunday except Sunday church attendance.” 


The Los Angeles Record says: 

“Tf this idiotic law is ever passed, ‘Yours 
truly’ would just as soon spend every Sunday 
in the county jail as under all the blue restric- 
tions of this puritanical proposal.” 


The Kerman News says: 


“Going to church is perfectly right and 
proper, and that is exactly what the defenders 
of the Sunday blue laws are driving at,—to 
force people to go to church, whether they like 
it or not.” 


The Sacramento Bee says: 

“How does it protect a barber from Sunday 
work to forbid a grocer to sell potatoes on 
Sunday? 

“And why should a barber be protected by 
law from Sunday work? If he doesn’t want 
to work on Sunday, he doesn’t have to; if he 
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does want to, it is his privilege to do so. But 
it is not his privilege, nor that of anybody 
else, to tell the rest of us what we may or 
may not do on Sunday. 

“However, the truth of the matter is that 
proposition No, 26 is much more than a bar- 
bers’ Sunday closing measure. In reality, it 
is a blue law, supported by a number of church 
interests which so far have been able to keep 
themselves fairly well concealed behind the 
propaganda of the barbers. 

“Tt is certain, too, that if No. 26 were to 
become law, these church interests would im- 
mediately use California as the camel used the 
tent into which its master permitted it to put 
its head. That is, the whole camel very soon 
would be in the tent, and everything in Cal- 
ifornia that could be forbidden on Sunday 
would be forbidden. No. 26 is only a begin- 
ning. 

“California wants no blue laws; it wants 
none of the fanatical interference with legit- 
imate pastimes and business that makes some 
of the Eastern States a national joke. 

“Legislation of that kind is wholly out of 
date; it belongs, if anywhere, to the eighteenth 
century. And this State cannot afford to per- 
mit the sponsors of such legislation to get their 
heads, or even their noses, inside the tent. 

“No. 26 is an insincere, unnecessary, and 
very dangerous measure. It should bg voted 
down so vigorously that nothing like it will be 
seen again in California for a long time.” 


The Sonoma Index-Tribune says: 

“To compel people to observe Sunday under 
threat of legal prosecution is all wrong. Our 
duties to God are never to be placed within 
the control of human legislation. At every 
turn it seems that our liberty is challenged, 
and it certainly behooves Americans of this 
generation to wake up to conditions before it 
is too late.” 


The California Independent says: 

“All barbers who choose may have their Sun- 
days off, and most of them do. Thus they ex- 
ercise their inherent rights as citizens. But 
they desire to deprive others of this inherent 
right. . . . If our vote counts, they won’t get 
this day of rest through a prohibitive law. ... 
We'll ask the barbers how they’d feel if, when 
they take their Sunday off and they start for 
a pleasure jaunt in their cars, they suddenly dis- 
cover that service station men have succeeded in 
getting a law passed making it illegal to sell 
gasoline on Sunday.” 


The San Francisco Chronicle, under 
date of October 8, 1930, published an 
editorial, and in its closing argument 
said: “We ask the support of the voters 
for Proposition No. 26, the Sunday clos- 
ing act.” But a few days later, after 
serious reflection, the editor changed his 
mind, and in an editorial on October 


11 said: 

“Most regretfully the Chronicle finds itself 
obliged to withdraw the editorial appeal made 
last Wednesday for the support of the Barbers’ 
Sunday closing law. ... We are now obliged 
to warn the public that this measure, State 
Proposition No. 26, is dangerous, and should 
be voted down.” 


The San Francisco Recorder says: 

“Undoubtedly the barbers are entitled to a 
day of rest a week; whether that day be Sun- 
day or some other day is a matter for them to 
determine. Every other trade and vocation has 
been able to arrange within its own circle for 
a six-day week, and the barbers ought to be 
able to do likewise. 

“The hours or days of labor are not matters 


(Continued on page 22) 
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Airplane View of the U.S. Capitol and Surrounding Buildings 


Another Barbers’ Sunday 
Observance Bill Before the 
United States Senate 


ENATOR COPELAND, 

of New York, introduced 
the following compulsory 
Sunday observance bill into the United 
States Senate, known as S. 2212, appli- 
cable to the District of Columbia: 


“A BILL 


“To provide for the closing of barber shops 
in the District of Columbia on Sunday. 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That from and after 
the passage of this Act it shall be unlawful for 
any person to open or allow to be opened or 
carry on business in any barber shop or place 
where the business of shaving, hair cutting, 
shampooing, or the like shall be conducted on 
Sunday in the District of Columbia. 

“See. 2. Any person or persons who shall 
violete the provisions of this Act upon convic- 
tion shall pay a fine of not exceeding $20 or, 
in default thereof, be imprisoned not exceed- 
ing sixty days, and for a second offense shall 
be imprisoned not exceeding sixty days.” 


This makes two compulsory Sunday 
observance bills now pending before 





By 
C. S. Longacre 


Congress, S. 2212 and H. R. 
8767. The latter bill was 
introduced by Congressman 
Lankford, of Georgia, and is of national 
scope. It aims “to prohibit the showing 
on Sunday of films transported in Inter- 
state Commerce, and to prohibit on Sun- 
day shows, performances, and exhibi- 
tions by theatrical troupes traveling in 
Interstate Commerce, and for other pur- 
poses.” 


We have already dealt quite fully 
with this latter bill in Liserty for the 
second quarter of last year, showing its 
unconstitutional aspects, and will there- 
fore confine our remarks to the Sunday 
closing barbers’ bill. 

There is not a barber in the District 
of Columbia who does not at present 
enjoy the inherent right to close his 
barber shop on Sunday if he so elects, 
In fact, nearly all barber shops in the 


(Concluded on page 24) 











VA. STATE C. OF C. 


Montpelier, the Home of James and Dolly Madison in Orange County, Virginia 


“One ventures to believe that religious freedom in Virginia is the result of Madison's conception, 
Jefferson's draftsmanship, and the Nicholas brothers’ campaigning.’ 


History of Religious Liberty 


in Virginia 


AMESTOWN 

and Plymouth Rock 
ought to be synonymous 
with religious liberty in 
America. The contrary 
is substantially true. 
The Virginia General 
Assembly in 1784 voted for a state 
church, but the law was defeated in a 
referendum. Although Jamestown was 
conceived by the patriotic determination 
of Sir Walter Raleigh to plant the Eng- 
lish flag on the mid-American continent, 
in order to oppose both French and 
Spanish ambitions, there is as reliable 
history that the adventurers as well 
sought freedom from the religious strife 
and contention then, and for more than 
half a century, prevailing in England 
and on the Continent. 

The Plymouth Rock settlement, how- 
ever, had no other than a religious in- 
centive. The Pilgrims had expatriated 
themselves to Holland to escape perse- 
eution, and sailed from Plymouth to 
America only as a matter of convenience. 
Rhode Island had actual freedom of 
worship under the guaranty of a royal 
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Thomas W. Shelton, Attorney 


Member of Virginia 
Bar Association 


charter from Charles II 


By in 1663. Religious free- 


dom was coexistent with 
colonial governments in 
Pennsylvania, New 
York, New Jersey, Del- 
aware, and Rhode Is- 
land, and in Maryland at the command 
of Lord Baltimore. Virginia was jail- 
ing Baptists (“Writings of Madison,” 
Lippincott, 1865, Vol. I, p. 12), and Mas- 
sachusetts was punishing dissenters more 
than one hundred years after Roger Wil- 
liams sought freedom in 1636 on the 
land that developed into Rhode Island 
and Providence Plantations. The Quak- 
ers of Pennsylvania and the Catholics 
of Maryland lived in harmony with all 
manner of religious professions. In 
Massachusetts, if we may believe Cotton 
Mather, appeal was made through the 
hide as much as through the head and 
heart. Worship and financial aid were 
strictly enforced. 

As we recall this history, we conelude 
that the right to worship God in Vir- 
ginia in accordance with one’s conscien- 
tious conviction is the result of evolution. 
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It is an absorbing political drama that 
never slackens in interest. It emerged 
from long resistance to governmental 
oppression—a religion of force and not 
of love—as much as from conviction. It 
overcame the fetish of English tradition, 
which meant much in Virginia, and the 
influence of a social custom that expected 
adherence to the Episcopal (English) 
Church. In conse- 
quence there were 
involved social, 
political, and reli- 
gious influences 
that in a measure 
made martyrs of 
dissenters. (Id., 
p. 12.) Madison 
wrote to Bradford 
(Id., p. 18): “The 
sentiments of our 
people of fortune 
and fashion on 
this subject are 
vastly different 
from what you 
have been used to 
[in Pennsylvania]. 
The liberal way of 
thinking as to the 





ginia, where the English Church had the 
strongest hold. Madison said (‘“Writ- 
ings,” Vol. I, p. 12) : “Besides, the clergy 
are a numerous and powerful body, have 
great influence at home by reason of 
their connection with and dependence 
on the bishops and crown, and will nat- 
urally employ all their art and interest 
to depress their rising adversaries; for 
such they must 
consider _ dissent- 
ers who rob them 
of the good will 
of the people, and 
may, in time, en- 
danger their liv- 
ings and security.” 
They believed that 
a state should com- 
pel the people both 
to support and to 
attend church. 
(Hunt’s “Mad- 
ison,” p. 79.) 
Little depend- 
ence was put upon 
the conscience. A 
manifest influence 
working in favor 
of this sentiment 


rights of con- 
science is but lit- 
tle known among 
the zealous adher- 
ents to our hier- 
archy.” Bishop 
Meade (“Old 
Churches and 
Families of Vir- 
ginia,” Vol. I, p. 
50) quoted a rep- 


CATLIN, ARTIST 


H. P. COOK 


James Madison 


“Both the Mason and the ‘compromise’ proposal 
imply an established church. They both recognized 
differing modes of approaching the Deity, not as a 
right, but as a favor. Both limit duty to dissenters 
to ‘Christian forbearance and charity and fullest tol- 
eration, thereby ignoring the great principle of the 
right to worship according to the dictates of con- 
science, the separation of church and state, and the 
end of legislative meddling with religion. Mr. 
Madison's text demanded these. things as an inherent 
right that no power could impair, which is the essence 


was that since 
Yorktown there 
had been a falling 
away of church at- 
tendance and an 
inerease of immor- 
ality, a condition 
that seems to fol- 
low all wars. It is 
difficult for this 
generation to be- 


resentative citizen 
as granting to ev- 
ery man the priv- 
ilege of worshiping as he pleased, “but 
he knew that no gentleman would choose 
other than the Episcopal Church.” 

An established state church was advo- 
eated by Washington, Richard Henry 
Lee, Patrick Henry, John Marshall, and 
many other leading and representative 
citizens, particularly in Tidewater Vir- 


Religious Liberty.” 


of the Remonstrance and the Virginia Statute of 


lieve that such 
great men felt that 
legislative control 
over the churches would improve their 
moral tone. Richard Henry Lee wrote 
to Madison (Nov. 26, 1784, Dept. of 
State MSS.; Hunt’s “Madison,” p. 61; 
Rives, Vol. I, p. 602) that “he consid- 
ered the bill [for a state church] a meas- 
ure necessary to morality, that avarice 


(Continued on page 25) 








Let Americans 


Safeguard Their Liberties 


MERICA was first 

settled mainly by 
men and women seeking 
religious liberty denied 
to them in Europe. So 
great was their desire to worship God 
in their own way that they were willing 
to risk their lives on a sea almost un- 
known, in a dangerous voyage to a land 
wholly unknown. They laid the founda- 
tion of a great 


By 
Samuel M. Garland, Attorney 


Member of Oregon 
Bar Association 


ligious liberty, as we 
know it, was guaran- 
teed, were Protestant 
Rhode Island and Cath- 
ole Maryland. But 
even in Maryland it was religious tol- 
eration instead of religious liberty. 
Only Christians who believed in the so- 
called orthodox view of the Trinity were 
granted religious toleration. 

As the years 
went by, think- 





empire. If they, 
when the coun- 
try had been 
brought under 
their control, 
had given to oth- 
ers the same re- 
ligious freedom 
they secured for 
themselves, the 
darkest pages 
in American 
history never 
would have been 
written. Sin- 
eerely believing 
in the beginning 
in the separa- 
tion of church 
and state, these 
people, when 
the opportunity 
came, made even 
a closer union 
of church and 
state than Eu- 
rope ever knew. They suberdinated the 
state to the church. Laws cruel in the 
extreme were made. Laws concerning 
Sunday observance were especially se- 
vere, and they were enforced without 
mercy. 

This condition was not confined to any 
one locality, but was general throughout 
the colonies. The only places where re- 
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ing people be- 
came aroused, 
and it was not 
long before at 
least a partial 
separation of 
church and state 
was effected. 
Then finally, 
when the col- 
onies became 
united as a na- 
tion, absolute 
religious liberty 
was guaranteed 
by the Constitu- 
tion. Nothing 
has contributed 
more to the 
growth and 
greatness of 
America. Noth- 
ing will shake 
the foundation 
of the Republic 
and endanger its very existence more 
than the failure to make good every day 
and everywhere this Constitutional guar- 
anty. 

Do the signs of the times justify the 
fear that our lawmakers will ever pass 
a law that will encroach upon this great 
American principle? Legislators, if left 

(Continued on page 29) 














LEET BROS. 


The Indiana Limestone Building on the Left is the Recently Completed National City Christian Church at 


Thomas Circle in Washington, D.C. It 





Was Dedicated During the International Convention 


of the Disciples of Christ Held in This City in October, 1930. 


Religious Leaders Protest 
Calendar Revision 


HE Internationa] Convention of the 

Disciples of Christ in convention as- 
sembled in the city of Washington, Oct. 
15-22, 1930, unanimously passed the fol- 
lowing resolution protesting against the 
adoption of the proposed new calendar 
which would alter the weekly cycle and 
the sacred days each year: 

“As a part of the religious world and as 
friends of that portion (probably a large ma- 
jority) which believes that the week has come 
down from the beginning without change, and 
that its sacred days have always remained the 
same; we protest that part of the simplified 
calendar program which proposes to give the 
religions of the world real sacred days but five 
times in every twenty-eight years. Better to re- 
tain our present calendar than to challenge 
opposition from all great religions—opposition 
because conscience forbids conformity. 


“As friends of the scientific world and 
would-be helpers of the business world, we 
plead for a slight amendment which will mul- 
tiply the pulling power of the originators and 
promoters of the simplified calendar, and will 
insure its speedy triumph—a slight modifica- 
tion, which will give almost 100 per cent of 
what the business and the scientific worlds hope 
from the new calendar—an amendment which 
saves the new calendar from ultimate defeat 
if enacted in its present form. 

“Furthermore, be it resolved, (1) That we 
accept the invitation from our Seventh-day 
brethren and our Jewish friends to take the 
lead in protesting the proposed sacrifice of 
all the sacred days of the week most of the 
time, viz., twenty-three years out of the twenty- 
eight; (2) that we congratulate the Church of 
England upon their adoption of the new rule 
for Easter, and pledge them our best efforts 
to secure such an amendment that April the 
15th under the new calendar will always be a 


9 











10 LIBERTY 


real Sunday; (3) that we invite the leading 
Christian bodies of America to co-operate with 
us in both our protest and our plea for the 
amendment; (4) that this invitation be ex- 
tended to educational and philanthropic bodies 
everywhere; (5) and that our invitation be 
sent to scientific organizations and to the 
United States Chamber of Commerce with its 
branches throughout the land; (6) and that it 
be presented to the leading magazines of the 
nation through the daily press, beginning with 
the Washington, D. C., dailies; (7) that a copy 
of these resolutions be sent to Mr. George East- 
man, who has spent probably more than half a 
million dollars in furthering the new calendar; 
(8) and that a copy be sent to Mr. Moses Cots- 
worth, the originator of the simplified calendar, 
with a request that he file it, and use it when 
the question comes up for final action in the 
League of Nations; (9) and that we offer our 
services to the National Committee in charge 
of the 200th anniversary of the birth of George 
Washington in an effort to put the amended 
new calendar into operation immediately at the 
close of the year 1932, as an interracial and 
religious memorial to Washington, not as an 
American citizen, but as a world citizen.” 


The Disciples of Christ have a con- 
stituent membership of about 3,500,000 
throughout the world. This is a Chris- 
tian denomination which observes Sun- 
day as a sacred day, and they are now 
joining hands with the Seventh-day 
Adventists, Seventh Day Baptists, and 
some 16,000,000 Jews throughout the 
world, protesting against the adoption 
of the blank day calendar scheme which 
is destructive of all fixed sacred days 
in the weekly eycle. 

There are other Christian denomina- 
tions which have promised to pass sim- 
ilar resolutions of protest against the 
adoption of the blank day calendar plan 
known as the Cotsworth calendar scheme. 
The Presbyterian, the official organ of 
the Presbyterian Church of America, in 
an editorial of July 17, 1930, analyzing 
the Cotsworth calendar scheme of blank 
days, says: 

“Our conservative nature will cause us to 
look very carefully before we indorse this am- 
bitious and upsetting plan. Let us keep some- 
thing without revision. The old calendar is 
pretty good.” 


The Moody Bible Institute Monthly 
of November, 1930, representing the 
Fundamentalist movement in America, 


in a full-page. editorial commenting on 
the thirteen-month calendar of blank 
days under the caption, “And He Shall 
... Think to Change Times and Laws 
—Dan. 7:25,” says: “It is of the anti- 
ehrist that the prophet speaks in the 
scripture quoted above.” The editorial 
continues : 

“Tf this calendar revision went into effect, 
it would not only work confusion to the Jews 
and the Seventh-day Adventists in the deter- 
mination of the weekly Sabbath, but how would 
it affect the rest of us in the observance of the 
first day of the week as the Lord’s day? .. 
We wish, therefore, that the editors of our 
influential denominational papers would turn 
their attention to the question seriously, and 
enlighten their readers as to what it really 
means.” 


The editor, in speaking for the Fun- 
damentalists relative to this blank day 
scheme, says that they are “decidedly 
unfavorable to it.” 


The Sunday School Times, represent- 
ing all the Sunday schools in America, 
in an editorial of Nov. 2, 1929, comment- 
ing upon the Cotsworth “radical plan for 
a change of calendar,” with an extra day 
a year that would change the “times 
and laws” of the Most High God, says 
that it is a “man-exalting, God-defying” 
plan. 

There are bishops and church officials 
of a number of populous Protestant de- 
nominations, aside from the 16,000,000 
Jews, 300,000 Seventh-day Adventists, 
the Seventh Day Baptists, and the 3,- 
500,000 members of the Disciples of 
Christ churches, who have taken a de- 
cidedly adverse position against the 
adoption of the Cotsworth calendar 
scheme of blank days altering the fixed 
religious days of the weekly cycle, as 
observed since their inception. If the 
League of Nations at its coming fourth 
General Conference of Communication 
and Transit adopts this blank day eal- 
endar as proposed and advocated by the 
National Calendar Committee, it will 


create a larger number of noneconform- 


ists over a religious issue than the world 
has yet witnessed. It will pave the way 
for the defeat of its own objectives. 





A Chief Justice of the United States 
Rejects Sunday Law Arguments 


A* the present time, 
when various reli- 
gious organizations are 
attempting to enforce 
the old Sunday laws, 
and are seeking to en- 
act new and stronger ones, a decision 
handed down by Chief Justice Fuller, 
of the United States Supreme Court, 
sitting as circuit judge of the U. 8. 
Cireuit Court of Appeals, Seventh Dis- 
trict, at the time of 
the World’s Fair in 
1893, is of particular 
interest and value. 

As is usually the 
case when attempts 
are made to interfere 
with the liberties of 
citizens on Sunday 
by means of the an- 
tiquated blue laws, 
there was an intense 
feeling aroused on 
both sides of the 
question. Church 
members became so 
wrought up over the 
possibility of some 
one’s having a little 
pleasure at the Ex- 
‘ position on the first 
day of the week, con- 
trary to their wishes, 
that they lost their 
spiritual equilibrium ; 
and many who were not affiliated with 
religious bodies were moved with in- 
creasing hatred toward so-called Chris- 
tians who were bent upon forcing all 
to bow to a particular idea of a holy 
day. As described by a historian of the 
fair: 


“No subject connected with the administra- 
tion of the Exposition aroused so much contro- 


versy, or opinions so intensive in their diversity, 





By the 
Secretary of the Progressive 
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Melville W. Fuller 


Chief Justice of the United States 
From 1888 to 1910 


as did the question of open- 
ing or closing the Exposi- 
tion grounds on Suaday. 
On one side were arrayed 
those who for principles 
of religious faith, which 
they cherished as most sa- 
ered, demanded that the gates should be closed 
on that day. On the other side were those who 
urged that the Exposition, a great moral and 
educative power, should be permitted to exert 
its benign influence on one day as well as an- 
other; to grant its blessings to the toiling mul- 
titudes who might other- 
wise be debarred from 
them.”—‘‘History of the 
World’s Columbian Ez- 
position,” Vol. I, p. 359. 


Our National Con- 
gress appropriated a 
sum of money for 
the Exposition, and 
stipulated that the 
grounds were to be 
closed on Sunday. 
This provision was 
adopted at the behest 
and demand of cer. 
tain religious organ. 
izations. Trouble be- 
gan, however, when 
an attempt was made 
to carry it into effect. 


Thirteen Judges Hear 

the Case 
After being closed 
‘two Sundays, the 
gates were opened. 
Immediately recourse was made to the 
courts to close them again. Then began 
“the comedy of World’s Fair Injune- 
tions, pro and con dissolutions, contempt 
eases, and fines;” and when the matter 
was finally settled, it “had been argued 
in court on six different occasions and 
before thirteen different judges, one 
judge hearing the subject discussed 

(Continued on page 30) 
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BURTON HOLMES FROM EWING GALLOWAY 


A Business Street in Peking, China 


Religious Liberty Endangered 


T appears from recent 
press reports received 
from China, that religious 
liberty, which is guaranteed 
to all people in the consti- 
tution of the Chinese repub- 
lic, is to be denied, or at least greatly 
curtailed, by certain radical elements of 

the government. 

The metropolitan police of Nanking, 
the capital of the country, issued an or- 
der “prohibiting Christian organizations 
from holding meetings, in order to put 
into effect measures for the suppression 
of superstition.” 

Following the initiative of the Pro- 
vincial Party Bureau in Shantung, the 
Municipal Party Bureaus in Shanghai 
and in Nanking have submitted recom- 
mendations to the National Party Bu- 
reau that “all teachers and officers of 
primary schools and kindergartens shall 
be of Chinese nationality,” that “Chris- 
tian schools, having religious courses or 
holding religious services in the school 
building, shall not be granted registra- 
tion. All schools whose application for 
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in China 


By 
C. S. Longacre 


registration is refused, 

and all schools failing 
to apply for registration 
within a specified period, 
shall be closed ;” that ‘“prin- 
cipals of registered Chris- 
tian schools shall be appointed directly 
by Chinese government organs, but the 
right of supervision shall rest with the 
board of directors of these schools.” 

But the most drastic recommendation 
considered by the Chinese National Edu- 
cational Conference reads as follows: 

“Religious organizations are not permitted, 
under the name of ‘Pu Tao Tang’ (Preaching 
Halls), ‘Hsuch Tao Yuan’ (Theological Schools), 
ete., to gather Chinese youths and give them 
religious instruction. Organizations founded 
for the purpose of studying religion shall not 
permit nonadults of Chinese nationality to be- 
come members. Those disobeying this order 
shall be closed immediately.” 

Another recommendation considered 
favorably at the Chinese National Edu- 
cational Conference reads: 

“All publications issued by Christian schools 
or organizations shall be censored by the high- 
est local party bureau headquarters.” 
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The press reports state that many Chi- 
nese churches have united in a “petition 
to the National Ministry of Education for 
repeal of the restrictions against reli- 
gious education and worship in church 
schools.” Many of the Christian de- 
nominations have taken joint action, pe- 
titioning the Ministry of Education to 
remove the restrictions that this de- 
partment of the government has placed 
upon religious education in private and 
church schools, which restrictions are in 
violation of the constitutional provisions 
of religious liberty as guaranteed in 
paragraph 11 of the constitution of the 
republic of China. 

The Ministry of Education, in its 
reply to this joint petition of fifteen 
Christian denominations, denied the 
right of the petitioners to teach religion 
in private or church schools, on the 
ground that “religion is one type of ab- 
stract, intangible imagination, and is 
outside the category of educational the- 
ories, and there is therefore no reason 
for the government to permit religion in 
schools.” 

The Ministry of Education has fur- 
ther issued an order forbidding Chris- 
tian schools to exhibit Christian litera- 


ture, holding that “the religious books, 
papers, magazines, and pictures in 
Christian school libraries calculated to 
stupefy the minds of the youth, should 
be strictly forbidden.” The Ministry of 
Edueation of the republic of China has 
taken a further step in its opposition 
to religious education, by refusing pass- 
ports to Chinese students who contem- 
plate going abroad, if religious subjects 
are to be included in their studies. The 
ministry will grant passports to students 
to study abroad only upon the condition 
that they will not include any religious 
subjects in their studies. 

This radical movement in the present 
régime of the Chinese government illus- 
trates the old maxim that human society 
moves like a pendulum from one ex- 
treme to the other. China, like Mexico 
and Russia, was dominated for centuries 
in its governmental functions by an 
arrogant and tyrannical state religion. 
All three of these governments had suf- 
fered retrogression along all lines be- 
cause their dominant religions held the 
people as well as the governments in 
subjection to superstition and worn-out 
traditions. Each of these governments 

(Continued on page 20) 





A Chinese Kindergarten Class 


Radical educational authorities in China deny the right of Christian schools to teach religious courses or 
hold religious services in their school buildings, and no religious books, tapers, magazines, or pictures are 
allowed in their libraries. The Ministry of Education even goes so far as to refuse passports to Chinese 
students who wish to study abroad, if they contemplate including any religious subjects in their studies. 











(© AUTOTYPE FINE ART, LONDON 





H. S. LEJEUNE, A. R. A., ARTIST 


“Pure religion and undefiled before God and the Father is this, To visit the fatherless and widows in 
their affliction, and to keep himself unspotted from the world.” 


“Religion Can Purify Politics,” 


Says a Preacher 


PRESBYTERIAN minister of the 

city of Baltimore says, “Religion 
can purify polities,” provided it is given 
a chance, evidently referring to corrupt 
politics, in contradistinction to true 
statesmanship. This statement cannot 
go unchallenged. 

There are some things that cannot be 
purified. It is impossible to purify a 
rotten egg. 
to pronounce God’s blessing upon a 
roasted pig. As he sat at the table with 
the roasted pig in front of him, he said: 
“God, if Thou canst bless under the new 
dispensation what Thou didst curse un- 
der the old, then bless this pig.” There 
are some things which are by nature 
corrupt and unclean. You can white- 
wash an Ethiopian’s skin and a leopard’s 
spots, but you cannot change them. No 
matter how immaculately clean and 
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John Wesley was once asked > 


white your dress may be, if you work 
with dirt you cannot help getting soiled. 
A pure religion becomes corrupt when 
it meddles with politics. The Good Book 
tells us that if a holy thing touches an 
unclean thing, the unclean thing does 
not become holy, but the holy thing be- 
comes unclean. When religion touches 
polities, religion does not elevate poli- 
ties, but politics degrades religion. 

The only way you can mix religion 
and politics is by reducing both to a 
common denominator or common level. 
When you mix a pure stream with a 
dirty one, both become muddy. 

The political preacher who hankers 
after a legal religion always says, “Re- 
ligion hasn’t had a chance to purify 
politics.” But is this statement correct? 
Has not religion lived side by side with 

(Concluded on page 28) 














Gutenberg and Faust inspecting the first printed pages of the Bible, as they came from the first printing 
press. This marvelous invention marked the dawn of a new era and a new freedom. 


The Gutenberg Bible 


HE Gutenberg Bible, the first book 
printed after Gutenberg invented the 
art of printing from movable types, was 
recently purchased from Dr. Otto H. F. 
Vollbehr, of Berlin, Germany, by the 
United States Congress for the Library 
of Congress, at the highest price ever 
paid for a single book. It is not only 
the most precious book in existence, but 
a masterpiece in the art of printing. 
Scholars are all agreed that this type 
of the Gutenberg Bibles was printed be- 
tween the dates 1450 and 1456. Ex- 
perts are also agreed that a total edition 
of about 200 of these Bibles was first 
printed, of which only three perfect 
copies are now in existence, one in the 
London British Museum, one in the 
Paris Bibliotheque Nationale, and the 
other now in the Library of Congress 
in Washington, D. C. © 
This Gutenberg Bible is placed on ex- 





hibition in a special case, directly op- 
posite the case containing the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, on the second 
floor of the library, where they are un- 
der special guardianship day and night. 
The Declaration of Independence and 
the Constitution owe their existence to 
the free and promiscuous circulation of 
the printed Bible, of which the Guten- 
berg Bible was the forerunner. 

John Faust was a disciple and partner 
of Gutenberg, and furnished Gutenberg 
the money to manufacture his printing 
presses, his 220 different types, and most 
of his tools. The records reveal that the 


printing of so many Bibles at great ex- 
pense led Gutenberg into bankruptcy, 
and in November, 1455, Faust seized the 
whole printing outfit, presses, type, and 
tools, for debt, and removed them from 
(Concluded on page 28) 








URING the address of President Hoover 
at the celebration of the one hundred 
fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of Kings 
Mountain (where a band of less than one 
thousand American patriots defeated a much 
superior force of English soldiers in the 
struggle for freedom), he set forth some of 
the fundamental principles and great Amer- 
ican ideals which are peculiar to our govern- 
ment, and which have made our country the 
foremost in education, in finance, in political 
science, in invention, in equal opportunity, 
in religious freedom, and in social progress. 
President Hoover stated that the ideas and 
ideals of the American patriots did more to 
advance America than all the riches of her 
lands or forests or mines. The President 
said: 

“This unparalleled rise of the American man and 
woman ... sprang from ideas and ideals which 
liberated the mind and stimulated the exertion of 
a people. There were other parts of the world even 


more easily accessible to new invasion by man, whose _ 


natural resources were as great as those of the 
United States, yet their history over this 150 years 
presents no- achievement parallel to the mighty 
march of the United States. But the deadening 
poverty of other lands was in the absence of the 
stirring ideas and ideals which have lightened the 
path of the whole American people. A score of 
nations have borrowed our philosophy from us, and 
they have tempered the course of history in yet a 
score of others. All have prospered under them. 

“These ideas and these ideals were in the hearts 
and inspired the souls of the men who fought the 
Battle of Kings Mountain. They had spurred the 
migration of their fathers from the persecutions and 
restricted opportunities of Europe, had been sus- 
tained by their religious faith, had been developed 
in their conflict with the wilderness, and had become 
the spirit of the American people, demanding for 
man a larger mastership of his own destiny. Our 
forefathers formulated them through the Declaration 
and the Constitution into a new and practical polit- 
ical and social system unique in the world. Devoted 
generations have secured them to us.” 


The President further enunciated these 
American ideals which have made America 
the greatest country in the world, and we 
take pleasure in selecting from this remark- 
able speech excerpts which deal with these 
American ideals of civil government, as fol- 
lows: 

“Revolt From Dictatorship 

“Our political system was a revolt from dictator- 
ship, whether by individuals or classes. It was 
founded upon the conception that freedom was in- 
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AMERICAN IDEAL 


Thoughts From an 
PRESIDENT H 


alienable, and that liberty and freedom should rest 
upon law, and that law should spring from the ex- 
pressed wisdom of the representatives of the major- 
ity of the people themselves. This self-government 
was not in itself a new human ideal, but the Consti- 
tution which provided its framework, with the checks 
and balances which gave it stability, was of marvel- 
ous genius. Yet of vastly more importance than 
even the machinery of government was the inspired 
charter of the rights of men which it guaranteed. 
Under them we hold that all men are created equal, 
that they are equal before the law, and that they 
should be safeguarded in liberty, and as we express 
it latterly, in equality of opportunity to every indi- 
vidual, that he may achieve for himself and for the 
community the best to which his character, his abil- 
ity, and his ambition entitle him. 

“No student of American history can fail to real- 
ize that these principles and ideals grew largely out 
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our people. From them spring at once the demand 
for free and universal education, that the door of 
opportunity and the ladder to leadership should be 
free for every new generation, to every boy and girl. 
It is these human rights and the success of govern- 
ment which has maintained them, that have stimu- 
lated the initiative and effort in each individual, 
the sum of which has been the gigantic achievement 
of the nation. They are the precious heritage of 
America, far more important, far more valuable, 
than all the riches in land and mines and factories 
that we possess. Never had these principles and 
ideals been assembled elsewhere and combined into 
government. This is the American system, ... 


“American System Unique 


“Ours is a system unique with America—an ex- 
pression of the spirit and environment of our peo- 





It Would Be Impossible to Secure 


ple—it is just American. | . . In the American 
system, through free and wniversal education, we 
train the runners, we strive to give to them an equal 
start; our Government is the umpire of its fairness. 
The winner is he who shows the most conscientious 
training, the greatest ability, the strongest charac- 
ter. Socialism or its violent brother, Bolshevism, 
would compel all the runners to end the race 
equally; it would hold the swiftest to the speed of 
the most backward. Anarchy would provide neither 
training nor umpire. Despotism or class govern- 
ment picks those who run and also those who win. 

“Whatever the merits or demerits of these other 
systems may be, they all mean the destruction of 
the driving force of equal opportunity, and they 
mean the destruction of our Constitution, for our 
political framework would serve none of them, and 
many of its fundamental provisions are the nega- 
tion of them. They mean the abandonment of the 
nation’s spiritual heritage. 

“It is significant that some of these systems deny 
religion and seek to expel it. I cannot conceive of 
a wholesome social order or a sound economic sys- 
tem that does not have its roots in religious faith. 
No blind materialism ean for long engage the loy- 
alties of mankind. Economie aspiration, though it 
strongly marks the American system, is not an end 
in itself, but is only one of many instruments to 
accomplish the profound purposes of the American 
people, which are largely religious in origin. This 
country is supremely dedicated, not to the pursuit 
of material riches, but to pursuit of a richer life 
for the individual. ... 

‘While we cannot permit any foreign person or 
agency to undermine our institutions, yet we must 
look to our own conduct that we do not by our own 
failure to uphold and safeguard the true spirit of 
America, weaken our own institutions and destroy 
the very forces which upbuild our national great- 
ness. It is in our own house that our real dangers 
lie, and it is there that we have need to summon our 
highest wisdom and our highest sense of public serv- 
ice. . 

“Crime and disobedience of law are the very in- 
carnation of destruction to a system whose basis is 
law. Both pacifism and militarism court danger 
from abroad, the one by prompting weakness, the 
other by promoting arrogance. Failure of many 
of our citizens to express their opinions at the bal- 
lot box is at once their abandonment of the whole 
basis of self-government. Manipulation of the bal- 
lot is a denial of government by the people. Cor- 
ruption or even failure of moral perceptions in pub- 
lie office defiles the whole spirit of America. Mere 
destructive criticism destroys leadership and substi- 
tutes weaklings.... 

“Our sense of freedom, of liberty, of security, 
our confidence of future progress, our traditions of 
past glory and sacrifice, the example of our heroes, 
the spiritual enrichment of our people,—these are 
the true glories of America. . . . Our ideals are 
a binding spiritual heritage. We cannot abandon 
them without chaos. We can follow them with con- 
fidence. ... 
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“The forces of righteousness and wisdom 
work as powerfully in our generation as in 
theirs. The flame of freedom burns as brightly 
in every American heart. There need be no 
fear for the future of a republic that seeks in- 
spiration from the spirit of the men who fought 
at the Battle of Kings Mountain.” 

The President called our system of 
government “unique,”—“‘it is just Amer- 
ican.” There is no other system of gov- 
ernment like it. While the Federal Con- 
stitution recognizes religious faith and 
the free exercise of the conscience of the 
individual in religious matters, yet it 
prohibits Congress from interfering in 
any way through legislation with the 
free exercise of religious faith. It makes 
the conscience of the individual supreme 
in the religious sphere, so long as he re- 
spects the equal rights of others and the 
common rules of decency in the exercise 
of that faith. All other governments 


either maintain an establishment of reli- 
gion or dominate religion by denying its 
free exercise. 

The republics of Soviet Russia, Mex- 
ico, and China have abolished their reli- 
gious establishments, the same as the 
American Republic did in its beginning ; 
but they have not followed the example 
of our Republic in recognizing the su- 
premacy and independence of religion 
in its own sphere. In these three repub- 
lies, the government dominates religion, 
and denies its free exercise in its legit- 
imate sphere. America separated the 
chureh and the state for the benefit of 
both, and made each independent and 
supreme in its own field of activities, 
and as a consequence both the church 
and the state have prospered in our Re- 
public as in no other country. These 
ideals will make any country great. 


National Reformers’ Panacea for 
Nation’s Ills 


ECENT issues of the Christian 

Statesman have contained articles 
which “are the substance of an extended 
brief on ‘Religious Public Education as 
the Capital Solution of the Crime Prob- 
lem,’ which representatives of the Na- 
tional Reform Association presented on 
June 30, 1930, to President Hoover’s 
National Committee on Law Observance 
and Enforcement.” Lack of space for- 
bids the insertion of a large amount of 
the matter which these articles contain, 
but we offer quotations that set forth 
clearly the aims and purposes of those 
who persistently cling to the belief that 
men may be made good by law, who ery 
always for the power of the state in- 
stead of the power of the Spirit. These 
religio-political reformers have at last 
taken their stand. They are out in the 
open. They stake all their hopes on one 
thing. Every “reform” for which they 
strive is to be obtained by teaching re- 
ligion in the public schools. They say: 


“We might as well face it, battle as we may 
for temperance, law enforcement, Sabbath ob- 
servance, and all the rest, we will lose in the 
end if we fail to train the children aright at 
school. Neglect the rest and do our duty in 
this, and in the end every moral problem will 
be solved.” 

That the “moral problem” is really a 
religious one is clearly shown as we read 
further : 

“The widespread movement to put moral 
training minus religion into the schools will 
not solve the crime problem, for we have seen 
that character training, to be effective, must be 
rooted in religion. Neither is it safe to trust 
the moral training of youth exclusively to the 
parents. ... Of course parents should do their 
best to train their children properly, but the 
state must not depend upon the parents’ doing 
it and neglect the task herself.” 

“Since the public schools are the center of 
child life in America, it seems that they should 
be the rallying ground for the forces seeking 
to make this a truly Christian nation.” 


Not only is the claim advanced that 
parents are not fit guides for their chil- 
dren in morals and religion, but the sad 
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admission is made that the church has 
failed in its task. For a long time the 
LIBERTY magazine has pointed out that 
when ministers of religion leave their 
pulpits for the political arena, the church 
must decline. Now the leaders of such 
activities confess defeat, but instead of 
turning back to the gospel and the power 
of the Spirit to move men to better 
things, they ery for more law and the 
power of the state to enforce their ideas. 
Here is the confession : 

“The church, though doing her best, has 
shown herself unable to maintain the moral 
standards of the nation. The nation’s morals 
were never at so low an ebb as now. The na- 
tion reels with crime, like a drunken sailor.” 

This is a black picture indeed. What 
is the cause? The reformers answer: 
“The secularization of the schools.” 
What isthe cure? They say: “The State 
teaches all else. It must also teach re- 
ligion.” 

Lest any should misunderstand the 
thing at which these people aim, they 
not only iterate but reiterate that 
nothing short of teaching religion in the 
public schools can ever save the nation 
from destruction: 

“Would crime decline and morals improve 
with the general return of the Bible to educa- 
tion? Probably not appreciably, if the Bible 
was used merely for its historical and literary 
value... 

“As long as education was religious, the 
homes functioned well in morals and religion, 
the churches had the swing of victory, and the 
moral tone of the nation was high. Soon after 
the Bible left the schoolhouse, the moral value 
of the home declined, the churches gradually lost 
their victorious tread, our moral tone dropped 
below par, and crime began to rise.” 


It is hardly necessary again to point 
out that empty churches are evidently 
the cause of the anxiety of the religio- 
political reformers. The whole argu- 
ment advanced is inspired by the feeling 
that the churches have lost their prestige 
and influence. It never seems to enter 
the minds of these reformers that the 
fault might lie with the churches instead 
of with the schools. 

A common argument advanced by 
those who endeavor to lead the state 


into religious obligations is, that there 
is a difference between a union of church 
and state and of religion and state. Such 
talk is specious, but false. Any one who 
has had contact with its sponsors knows 
only too well what they really want. We 
offer these words as the clearest possible 
statement of their desires and intentions: 

“It is the state that needs the help of the 
Christian religion and of God more than reli- 
gion needs the help of the state. It can obtain 
that help only by the profession and practice 
of Christianity in its own corporate life.” 

While recommending the “profession 
and practice of Christianity” in the state 
as a whole, it would be refreshing to 
find the teachings and practice of Chris- 
tianity exemplified by these who are so 
quick to offer remedies for the nation’s 
ills. Intolerance is rampant and unre- 
strained in the following paragraph : 

“Should the 38,000,000 of American Protes- 
tants who stand sponsor for our public schools 
be united in thus sincerely praying for them, 
under the blessing of God they would go forth 
from the Sacred Presence, and soon find a way 
to perfect the moral and religious features of 
our state education.” 

The millions of loyal Catholics, Jews, 
Protestants, nonchurch members, and 
sincere doubters who do not subscribe to 
the reformers’ program, “stand sponsor” 
for the public schools as truly as do the 
self-styled patriots who would unite 
church and state through the medium 
of the public school system. These latter 
not only claim a monopoly on religion, 
but also on patriotism. They seem to 
think that by their asserting anything, 
it becomes true. Their patriotism would 
shut out all who dare to disagree with 
their opinions. Such are dubbed 
“aliens.” The editors of this magazine 
are willing to take their stand with Presi- 
dent Grant, who said: “Leave the matter 
of religion to the family altar, the 
church, and the private school, supported 
entirely by private contribution.” In 
striking contrast to the foregoing is this 
un-American declaration of the National 
Reformers : 

“Tt is high time for patriotic citizens to take 
two positions: 
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“1, That the schools, not the churches, are 
primarily responsible for the morais and reli- 
gious character of this nation. 

“2, That religion must be no longer shut out 
of the schools by the whim of aliens or put 
there at the option of teachers, but must be 
there every day under legal sanction, just as 
other subjects are.” 


The crowning error of all that is writ- 
ten in the articles from which we have 
quoted, the thing that shows above every- 
thing else an utter lack of logic and 
understanding of true Americanism, is 
found in the statement, “The principle 
of separation of church and state re- 
quires the state to teach religion.” 


Here is a clear-cut declaration that the 
state must undertake the teaching of re- 
ligion. To accept this implication is 
to admit that the founders of the Re- 
public were entirely wrong in the con- 
ception of civil and religious freedom 
which they held. To put the state in 
the business of teaching religion would 
necessarily demand that religious tests 
be made for teachers. The provision of 
the Constitution which says that Con- 
gress shall make no law respecting the 
establishment of religion, is to be swept 
from the boards. If a school where re- 
ligion is taught is not a religious estab- 
lishment, what is it? 

We believe in religious instruction. 
It should first be given in the home, then 
in the church; and if more is desired, 
it should be given in private schools, 
paid for by private individuals. Chil- 
dren who attend private denominational 
schools must obey the rules, and parents 
who send them must be content to have 
them obey, but there is no room for com- 
plaint, because the institutions are pri- 
vate and the owners have a right to con- 
duct them as they please. The case is 
altogether different in the public schools. 
They are built by the people and sup- 
ported by them. Religious exercises in 
our publie schools may please the ma- 
jority, but they wrong the minority. 
In plain language, they discriminate. 
In order to be just to all citizens, the 
state should maintain absolute neutral- 
ity on religion. H. H. V. 


Religious Liberty Endangered 
in China 
Continued from page 13) 


in its attempts to separate the church 
and the state, has gone to great extremes 
in subjecting religion to arbitrary man- 
dates of the state. While the state gov- 
ernments in these three republics have 
written guaranties of religious liberty, 
freedom of speech and of the press, as 
well as of education, into their respec- 
tive constitutions, yet each of these re- 
publics has utterly denied this much- 
cherished prerogative to its citizens. 


In this matter, we Americans must. 


not criticise these republics too harshly, 
for it was many years after the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Constitu- 
tion of the United States guaranteed 
civil and religious liberty to all its citi- 
zens and an equality of all citizens be- 
fore the civil law and the bar of justice, 
before the individual States which com- 
posed the Union disestablished their 
State religions, and some of these States 
still impose religious obligations upon 
their citizens under the penal codes. 

Religious liberty and equality of all 
people before the civil law and the bar 
of justice are subjects that are little 
understood by most people. To the 
Puritan it meant religious liberty only 
for the Puritan who remained a Puritan 
indeed. To the Episcopalian it meant 
religious liberty only for the Episcopa- 
lians. But religious liberty for all peo. 
ple, for religionists of every faith, for 
nonreligionists, for dissenters, for non- 
conformists, for secularists, for infidels 
and atheists, is still a rare article. 

The best thing that any civil govern- 
ment can do for its own advancement 
along all lines of endeavor, is to grant 
full civil and religious liberty and equal- 
ity to all religions, whether true or false, 
so long as its adherents respect the equal 
rights of all men and the common stand- 
ards of morality and decency. The 
state has no more right to dominate the 
church than the church has to dominate 
the state. Each has a separate and dis- 





Sabi eNO BES 





a Pi ASE sate! 


7 LE A a st A NN 





a PRN Dates: 


pI A ai “eas ete 





LIBERTY 21 


tinet field of its own, and the means and 
methods each employs to carry on its 
separate functions and work are as dif- 
ferent as night and day. The church 
operates on the principle of love, and 
the state employs the rule of force. One 
deals with spiritual matters, and the 
other with secular. Neither should in- 
terfere with the functions of the other. 
Each should operate independently and 
separately in its respective domain. 
Each should be supreme in the things 
that properly belong to the functions 
in its respective sphere of operation. 


There is no question but that for- 
eigners have exercised undue authority 
in Chinese affairs in the past, and that 
a reform is needed. The republic of 
China has as mueh right to formulate 
its own laws and govern its own people 
as any other republic in the world. The 
republic of China should enjoy the same 
privileges that are extended to all civi- 
lized nations through international law 
and diplomacy, known as the comity of 
nations. What the republic of China 
needs to guard itself against, is its radi- 
cal element that would vitiate this law 
of the comity of nations, which means 
so much to the upbuilding of a nation’s 
prosperity within and without the bor- 
ders of its own territory. 

No nation can afford to shut itself up 
within itself. The nations that prosper 
the most and advance the fastest along 
all lines of activity, are those that grant 
the greatest freedom of action, without 
governmental interference, to their own 
citizens, and to the citizens of other 
nations within their borders, to partici- 
pate in financial enterprises, to share 
political honors, to enjoy religious free- 
dom as conscience dictates, and to re- 
ceive educational privileges on the same 
equality as is shared by the most exclu- 
sive classes. 

If the republic of China will open her 
door of her own volition, and welcome 
contact with other civilizations, and the 
push and enterprise of other peoples, and 
will recognize certain inalienable rights 
as inherent in all men, which cannot be 


denied in justice to any individual, then 
the republic of China is bound to stand 
in the foremost rank of the nations of 
the world, and its advancement and 
progress in all lines of endeavor will 
create within its borders a stability and 
perpetuity of government which no 
threatened revolution can overthrow. 
This is our hope and wish for the re- 
publie of China. 

May the people of China and its 
chosen leaders profit by the mistakes 
made by other nations in the past, real- 
izing that no government can long en- 
dure and prosper which denies its 
citizens the right of freedom of choice 
and freedom of exercise in religious 
tenets, and equal privileges before the 
civil law, and which exercises arbitrary 
authority over the consciences and in- 
alienable rights of men. 
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Shall the Radio Be Muzzled? 


fos Albany Evening News radio 
editor of Albany, N. Y., has sent a 
strong appeal to General Saltzman, 
chairman of the Federal Radio Commis- 
sion, requesting the commission to pre- 
vent the operation of Franklin Ford’s 
newly purchased radio station, WOAX, 
Trenton, N. J., which has been dedicated 
to broadcast “anti-Catholic propaganda.” 
Mr. Hugh Russell Fraser, the radio 
editor of the Albany Evening News, says 
that to allow such a station to operate 
would be in violation of the Constitu- 
tional provision which guarantees “the 
freedom of religion.” 

Mr. Fraser then proceeds to set forth 
his reasons why “this religious fanati- 
cism” should be stopped and “kept off 
the air,” as follows: 


“Tt is high time some action should be taken 
to stop it. First of all, of course, that action 
should be taken by the city of Trenton, N. J. 
Now Trenton is no ordinary American commu- 
nity. It is a community steeped in historical 
tradition. Near it one of the most deciding 
battles of the Revolutionary War was fought. 
Within its limits, soldiers of the United States 
died that a nation dedicated to fundamental 
human rights might be established. Washing- 
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ton, father of the country, visited it many 
times, once maintained headquarters there. It 
will be a singular and awful thing, therefore, 
if Trenton permits this station to gain head- 
way—a station dedicated to the abolition and 
destruction of one of the most fundamental 
tenets of the American tradition.” 

First let us make it clear that what 
we shall now say we would say if this 
station was a Catholic station and in- 
tended to broadcast “anti-Protestant 
propaganda” or “anti-Jewish propa- 
ganda.” We intend to deal strictly, in 
what we say, with a great fundamental 
American principle of civil government, 
namely, that of free speech and a free 
press. We hold that the same Constitu- 
tional guaranty which grants to every 
citizen the freedom of speech and the 
freedom of the press, is equally extended 
to the freedom of the radio, always sub- 
ject, of course, to the laws of slander and 
libel for redress of grievances against 
the abuse of the same. 

If antireligious propaganda and reli- 
gious fanatics are to be “kept off the 
air” through the exercise of Federal au- 
thority, then by the exercise of the same 
Federal authority, all antireligious prop- 
aganda and religious fanaticism can be 
shut out of the press and out of the 
pulpit or publie forum. 

What authority is to decide who are 
“religious fanatics” and what is “anti- 
religious propaganda”? Shall a city 
council, the State legislature, Congress, 
a Federal Radio Commission, or the Su- 
preme Court of the United States decide 
what is orthodoxy and what heterodoxy, 
or who is a religious fanatic or a re- 
ligious conservative? 

We are afraid Mr. Fraser has not 
thought his problem through to the end. 
He further states that if this station is 
allowed to broadcast antireligious propa- 
ganda over the air, it will have a sinister 
“reaction on the countless thousands of 
radio fans. It is bound only to stir up 
feeling, promote hatred of our neighbors, 
create bitterness. By virtue of that fact, 
it will constitute a real and definite men- 
ace to the general welfare.” 
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How about stirring up political feel- 
ing and creating political bitterness 
among neighbors over the radio just be- 
fore the general election between Repub- 
licans and Democrats? Is it not just as 
bad to stir up political feeling and bit- 
terness by broadeasting anti-Republican 
and anti-Democratic propaganda as it 
is to broadeast antireligious propa- 
ganda? Most people believe that “the 
general welfare” is promoted by subject- 
ing the political parties to criticism for 
their misdeeds. Might not the general 
welfare of religion be benefited by sub- 
jecting the religious organizations to 
criticism when and if they meddle with 
political affairs or for departing from 
“the faith which was once delivered unto 
the saints”? Self-complacency is not 
always a sign of health. A fruitful 
chestnut tree, as a rule, has many clubs 
hurled at its branches. The barren tree 
has none. So let us take courage if we 
have the truth on our side, as no weapon 
has yet been formed capable of slaying 
the truth. Truth is like pure gold; the 
more you rub it, the brighter it shines. 

We do not believe anything worth 
while is accomplished by one religious 
sect attacking another merely for the 
sake of stirring up religious animosities, 
whether it is done over the radio, through 
the press, or from the public forum; 
but a great wrong would be wrought if 
the Federal Government should inter- 
fere with the freedom of speech or the 
press, or of the radio, other than through 
the recognized legal channels of slander 
and libel for their abuse. 








California Defeats Proposed Bar- 
bers’ Sunday Law 


(Continued from page 4) 


to be regulated or restricted by law. All that 
the law has a right to do is to provide as a 
health measure that six days shall constitute 
a week’s work, and that every person engaged 
in gainful employment shall have a day off 
during every period of seven days; but it does 
not lie within the power of legislatures to fix 
the day upon which any: or all persons shall 
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refrain from labor, for that would be unwar- 
rantable interference with personal liberty.” 


The Sacramento Bee says: 

“The bill is objectionable in theory as in 
practice. It is an unwarrantable, unnecessary, 
and indefensible interference with the right of 
the individual citizen to spend Sunday in any 
way he sees fit. 

“The whole tendency of American public 
opinion is to get rid of such laws as have 
survived from a different and more puritan- 
ical age.” 

The Los Angeles Evening Herald 
says: 

“This proposition is the entering thin edge 
of the ‘blue law’ wedge, from which California 
so far has kept free, and from which it is neces- 
sary that the State shall be protected in the 
future. 

“In plain words, this seemingly innocent 
proposition would, under its provisions, ban 
so much necessary or important work in all 
walks of life, both industrial and domestic, 
that it constitutes a menace which should be 
turned aside by an overwhelming vote of the 
thinking citizens of the State.” 
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In 1914 the people of California re- 
pudiated a similar Sunday observance 
law referendum by a majority of 167,- 
211 votes, and in this last referendum 
by the overwhelming majority of more 
than 700,000 votes. 

The desire for religious liberty is the 
strongest sentiment God has planted in 
the soul of man, and this precious boon 
is being guarded most jealously by the 
American electorate. If the people in 
other States were given a similar oppor- 
tunity to express their opinions on this 
question, the Sunday blue laws would 
undoubtedly meet a similar fate to that 
in California. The State of California 
ean still boast that it is the only State 
in the Union that has complete separa- 
tion of church and state, and whose civil 
statutes are framed in harmony with the 
Constitutional guaranties of civil and re- 
ligious liberty as conceived by the found- 
ers of the American Republic. 


Prohibition Not Primarily a Moral 
Question 


T is passing strange that some editors 

who support laws for the suppression 
of the clandestine traffic in habit-forming 
drugs, demand the repeal of the Eight- 
eenth Amendment and the Volstead law 
on the ground that they restrict the 
rights of conscience! 

Aleohol in all its various forms is 
habit forming. The illicit trade in dope 
in this country runs into hundreds of 
millions of dollars annually. It has its 
agents in all our cities, and men and 
women grow rich from it, just as other 
men and women become wealthy from 
the trade in bootleg whisky. 

Both bootleg and dope are outlaws; 
both are not only criminal, but they are 
breeders of almost all sorts of criminal- 
ity. Both are a corrupting influence in 
politics, and this is especially true of 
the liquor traffic, whether legalized, as 
was formerly the case in this country, 


or illegal, as it now is wherever our 
matchless Constitution is the supreme 
law. 

Prohibition finds its civil justification 
in the fact that alcoholic beverages in 
all their various forms are habit form- 
ing, and are the cause of much hardship 
on the part of thousands of women and 
children who are not themselves users 
of alcohol in any form. 

If the drinkers of intoxicants were the 
only sufferers, it would not be so bad, but 
every intoxicated person is a menace to 
the lives and property of all those around 
him. If he drives an automobile, as 
many intoxicated men do, he is not only 
in danger himself, but he puts in jeop- 
ardy many others also. 

If the drinker has a family, his wife 
and children suffer because of his in- 
dulgence. The liquor-drinking wage 
earner spends the money for alcohol in 
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some of its various forms that should 
go to provide shelter, food, and clothes 
for his family. Consequently, his wife 
and children must be fed and clothed by 
the neighbors or by the community, or 
else be left to freeze or starve to death. 
Such facts as these make suppression 
of the liquor traffic primarily a political 
and civic question. Drunkenness is im- 
moral, but that is not the reason the 
Government prohibits it. The traffic 
in intoxicating liquor is prohibited be- 
cause of the physical effects of alcohol: 
it ruins first of all the drinker, just 
as dope ruins the addict; and after that 
it impoverishes, weakens, and degrades 
the families of those who drink. 
Every argument in favor of laws 
against trafficking in habit-forming 
drugs applies with equal force in favor 
of prohibition of the traffic in alcoholic 
beverages. Civil society has the same 
right to protect itself against intoxicat- 
ing beverages that it has to enact and 
enforce laws against dope. c. P. B. 








Another Barbers’ Sunday Observ- 
ance Bill Before the United 
States Senate 
(Concluded from page 5) 


District are now closed on Sunday 
through their own arrangement and 
choice. Those operating are doing so 
from choice, which is an inherent right 
in America. Some operate only a por- 
tion of the day, to serve customers who 
are shaved seven days each week, in- 
eluding many Congressmen and hotel 
guests. Why should these men be de- 
nied a shave one day in the week if they 
deem it necessary to their comfort and 
proper personal appearance in public 
to have it? and why should the barber 
be denied the right to shave a customer 
seven days each week if he so elects? 
If this Sunday closing barbers’ bill is 
passed by Congress, it will single out the 
barbers as the only class of business men 
and laborers in the District of Columbia 
who cannot legally do business or labor 


on Sunday. It would constitute, as our 
State supreme courts have repeatedly 
declared, a clear piece of class legisla- 
tion, and therefore would be considered 
legally void and unconstitutional. 

It would establish a dangerous prec- 
edent, if it was not declared void and un- 
constitutional. In such event, it would 
serve as the thin end of an entering 
wedge for more drastic legislation of a 
similar character to follow, until prac- 
tically everything which is now legal on 
Sunday, except going to church, would 
be prohibited. 

Americans who are jealous to preserve 
our present heritage of civil and reli- 
gious freedom, need to protest these two 
compulsory Sunday observance bills now 
pending in Congress. The public is not 
in sympathy with this kind of legisla- 
tion, as was evidenced by the overwhelm- 
ing defeat of a similar Sunday closing 
barbers’ bill submitted to the people of 
California in the November, 1930, elec- 


tion. 
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Pastor in Politics Sets Good 
Example 


D*: E. D. SALKELD, pastor of the 
First Christian church of Abilene, 
Tex., once a militant political preacher, 
working under the delusion that the 
kingdom of God could be ushered into 
the world through reform legislation, 
says he has become disillusioned, and 
that he is going to blaze a new trail 
for modern ministers by devoting all 
his efforts in the future “to develop a 
purely spiritual life” in the individual, 
which is the only hope of reforming the 
world. 

According to a dispatch coming 
through (NEA), Dr. Salkeld, in an 
interview, gave the following reasons for 
his change of attitude in political affairs : 


“T was a war preacher. I delivered many 
sermons on various phases of the war. I made 
speeches, took part in all drives, and was a 
publicity chairman. In this capacity the gov- 
ernment and other sources flooded me with lit- 
erature, including tales of barbarous German 
torture. 
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“T found later that these were untruths—all 
lies. I remember how I preached about the 
Germans cutting off the hands of little chil- 
dren. I horrified people with that story, and 
stirred them to intense enthusiasm and patri- 
otism. 

“Then came the truth, and it shook my con- 
fidence in my ability to separate the truth from 
the falsehood in public matters, and caused me 
to lose interest in public affairs. That and 
the failure of the Inter-Church World Move- 
ment are the prime causes for my change. 

“The world will never be changed by laws 
and edicts, but by individuals. We have de- 
pended on the law, courts, and political powers 
to bring in the millennium. It must be brought 
in by cleansing the cup from within. 

“Jesus was constantly mingling with the 
crowd. He loved men, and to be Christlike 
you’ve got to be where men are and love them. 
I’m not withdrawing myself from the associa- 
tion of people, but from outside organizations.” 


Dr. Salkeld has severed his Masonic, 
American Legion, and Kiwanis connec- 
tions, and is now devoting his entire 
time to preaching the gospel and work- 
ing for the spiritual interests of the 
people. If the other political preachers, 
who are endeavoring through misguided 
zeal and judgment, to convert the world 
by legislation, would follow Dr. Sal- 
keld’s example, and resort to spiritual 
instead of political preaching, the 
ehureh and religion in general might 
regain its former influence and prestige 
with ‘the public. 
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History of Religious Liberty 
in Virginia 
(Continued from page 7) 

was accomplishing the destruction of re- 
ligion for want of a legal obligation to 
contribute something to its support.” 
His premise of statutory morals was illy 
founded. His faith was insufficient to 
penetrate the temporary fog of skepti- 
cism and indifference that the Christian 
religion would soon clear up in its own 
way. It needed no political aid! 

It is seen that there were plausible 
arguments, strong men, and the General 
Assembly in favor of a state church, 
with a negligible and unorganized op- 


position. Patrick Henry, who won his 
reputation as a lawyer in 1764 (Wirt’s 
“Henry,” p. 22, Philadelphia, 1818), 
fighting against a feature of the tax for 
the support of the “parsons,” now found 
himself in 1784, after twenty years of 
varied experiences, leading the fight for 
a state church supported by general tax- 
ation. (Madison’s “Writings,” Vol. I, 
p. 88.) His victory in the General As- 
sembly in 1784 was conditioned upon ap- 
proval by the vote of the people. Mad- 
ison wrote to Jefferson (Jan. 9, 1785) 
that his vote in the General Assembly 
for the bill was a “strategic move to 
placate the majority.” He wished to 
defeat the inclusion of a general assess- 
ment, and wanted the whole matter sub- 
mitted to the people. He won both 
points. Historians are one in the belief 
that the referendum never would have 
been permitted had Mr. Henry felt the 
least fear of defeat at the polls. In- 
cidentally, religion brought about the 
first referendum in America, wherein is 
presented an intense politico-religious 
drama. 

While these events occurred in 1784- 
85, the real beginning bears date of May, 
1776, at Williamsburg, in the conven- 
tion that created both the Declaration of 
Rights and the first constitution of Vir- 
ginia. Jefferson, though he has received 
the only public credit given to any one, 
did not participate except by corre- 
spondence, in either the convention or 
the subsequent work of the General As- 
sembly nine years later. It so happened 
that he had prepared the famous statute 
in 1779 as a part of his revised code of 
Virginia. Six years later, and after the 
election had been won at the polls, it was 
pulled from its dusty pidgeon hole and 
put through the General Assembly by 
Madison on December 16, 1785. (Code 
1849, Chap. 76, but according to Echen- 
rode, Jan. 16, 1786, Echenrode’s “Sep- 
aration of Church and State,” p. 115; 
see 12 Hen. Stat. L., p. 84, ed. of 
1823, Richmond; Revised Bills, Chap. 
LXXXIII.) The official record is as 
follows: 
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Journal of the Senate, Jan. 16, 1786, 
page 92: “The House agreed to the Sen- 
ate’s amendment ;” same, Jan. 18, 1786, 
page 95: “The Speaker then signed the 
following enrolled bills, to wit: An 
Act for establishing religious freedom.” 
Journal of the Senate, Jan. 19, 1786, 
page 148: “The Speaker signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: An Act for estab- 
lishing religious freedom.” The gover- 
nor’s signature was then not necessary. 
We conelude, therefore, that the reli- 
gious freedom bill became a law on 
Jan. 19, 1786. 

Jefferson was so justly proud of his 
participation that he left a memoran- 
dum of it for his tombstone. It is there 
today. It is respectfully submitted that 
after giving full credit to Jefferson for 
having prepared the statute, three years 
after Madison’s proposal at Williams- 
burg, there might be appropriately 
added (and one believes with Jefferson’s 
approval) the words, “which in princi- 
ple was expressed in a rejected resolve 
offered by James Madison in the Wil- 
liamsburg Convention in May, 1776.” 
Referenee might very justly be made to 
the part taken by George and Winston 
Cary Nicholas, presently to appear. One 
ventures to believe that religious free- 
dom in Virginia is the result of Madi- 
son’s conception, Jefferson’s draftsman- 
ship, and the Nicholas brothers’ cam- 
paigning. 

It will be helpful at this juncture to 
appreciate the exact distinction drawn 
by Mr. Madison in his rejected resolu- 
tion, for the drama revolves around it. 
In order to do this, one must analyze 
the three proposals for the section (16) ; 
viz., the Mason, the Madison, and the 
compromise texts. Both the Mason and 
the “compromise” proposed imply an 
established church: They both recog- 
nized differing modes of approaching 
the Deity, not as a right, but as a favor. 
Both limit duty to dissenters to “Chris- 
tian forbearance and charity and fullest 
toleration,” thereby ignoring the great 
principle of the right to worship accord- 
ing to the dictates of conscience, the sep- 


aration of church and state, and the end 
of legislative meddling with religion. 
Mr. Madison’s text demanded these 
things as an inherent right that no 
power could impair, which is the essence 
of the Remonstrance and the Virginia 
Statute of Religious Liberty. 

There is a personal reason for the fail- 
ure of the meritorious Madison proposal. 
He was only twenty-six years of age, and 
without experience. He suffered from 
timidity to a painful degree. When he 
offered his resolution, he held his hat in 
his hand. He had never made a speech, 
and did not even appear with his class 
to receive his diploma at Princeton. The 
Whig Society of Princeton that permit- 
ted no speaking, was organized by him. 
Having made no comment whatever, it 
is reasonable to assume that his proposal 
was without influence on the result. 
Very thoroughly in after years he re- 
covered from his diffidence. His great 
ability was recognized at that time by 
Edmund Randolph in extravagant lan- 
guage. (MS. Hist. of Va., Va. Hist. 
Soe.; Hunt, pp. 3, 4.) 

It is a pity that Madison could not 
have expounded the principle involved 
in suitable language at that time, as he 
was so capable of doing ten years after- 
ward, and as he did in the great Consti- 
tutional convention at Philadelphia and 
elsewhere. In that event, however, we 
should have been deprived of the fa- 
mous Religious Remonstrance, the first 
American referendum, better acquaint- 
ance with certain noble Virginians, and 
a political campaign in 1785 of immeas- 
urable educational value as to the evil 
of political religion. Let us give atten- 
tion to that campaign a few minutes. 

Nearly ten years elapsed between the 
adoption of the declaration of Rights 
and the campaign of 1784. The sense 
of the contrast between a “right” and a 
mere “tolerance,” and the peril of polit- 
ical religion were taking shape in the 
public mind. The end of an old era was 
overdue. Its adherents were too cocksure 
and proud to see it. Dissenters were too 
downeast to do more than resist. On 
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May 1, 1784, the first measure offered 
to the General Assembly, sitting at Rich- 
mond, was a resolution for an estab- 
lished church, which it was designed to 
follow with another general taxation for 
its support. Madison was not surprised. 
He had written Bradford on April 1 
(“Writings,’ p. 14): “Our Assembly 
meets the first of May, when it is ex- 
pected something will be done in behalf 
of the dissenters. ... For my own part, 
I cannot help being very doubtful of 
their success.” On July 1, 1784, the 
Committee on Religion reported favor- 
ably. On November 17 the measure was 
passed 62 to 23. 

Patrick Henry’s resolution that a tax 
be levied was passed 47 to 32. Among 
others it was opposed by Madison and 
George and Winston Cary Nicholas. 
Mr. Madison finally voted for the bill 
because of the hope of the referendum 
clause. (Jour. House of Delegates.) 
Nevertheless, after a positive declina- 
tion, he had to be entreated by George 
Nicholas (Letter to Madison, April 22, 
1785) to write the Remonstrance. He 
thereby tacitly indorsed the Nicholas 
brothers’ campaign that he had thereto- 
fore strongly opposed. (Hunt’s “Mad- 
ison,” p. 84.) His letters to William 
Bradford clearly showed a fear of the 
politicians and the parsons that were 
paid out of public funds. (“Writings,” 
Vol. I, pp. 11, 14.) 

Is there a question that it was the 
organization and persistent campaign- 
ing and entreaties of the two Nicholas 
brothers that made possible the Virginia 
Statute of Religious Freedom at the 
oncoming General Assembly then being 
selected? This question is put with con- 
fidence. Without the Remonstrance 
there would have been a different cam- 
paign and possibly a different result. 
We venture to describe it as the dec- 
laration of Virginia religious liberty, 
the principle of which subsequently be- 
came law. It is one of the greatest state 
documents of all time. It is a travesty 
that it should have become necessary for 
this sacred principle to be established in 


a political campaign. Out of this his- 
tory two thoughts protrude, and they 
are: Has modernity evidenced a proper 
or any sense of gratitude to Mr. Mad- 
ison and the Nicholas brothers? and 
how many high school children ever 
read or know of the Religious Remon- 
strance? 

Before the General Assembly ad- 
journed, in fact on Jan. 5, 1785, George 
and Winston Cary Nicholas set about 
enlightening the Virginia people that 
the opportunity was at hand to set the 
churches free. The Remonstrance was 
received by Nicholas on July 7, 1785 
(letter, Nicholas to Madison), and be- 
came the campaign “platform.” No 
doubt the magic argument that Madison 
failed to make at Williamsburg was 
carefully studied in the home circles, 
and sunk deep into the hearts of Vir- 
ginians, for one hears little of a speak- 
ing campaign. The world is poorer in 
not having the originals of the Madison 
answers. The writer has searched in 
vain for them, for it seems that Madison 
might have made some change in the 
Remonstrance had it not been already 
“signed.” It was signed and distributed 
exactly as written. (See the two Nich- 
olas letters.) Let us hope that the Mad- 
ison letters as well as the original Re- 
monstrance may eventually be found. 

The Remonstrance, wrote George 
Nicholas, was “copied and then signed” 
by numerous persons and distributed 
under his direction. It was then printed 
as a broadside by the Phenix Press at 
Alexandria, and distributed over the 
State. Religious liberty won by a large 
majority at the polls, and finally in the 
Assembly on Jan. 16, 1786, according 
to Echenrode, and Dee. 16, 1785, accord- 
ing to the Virginia Code of 1849, was 
enacted as a section (Sec. 34) of the Vir- 
ginia Code, and is now known through- 
out America as the Virginia Statute of 
Religious Freedom. 
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FaitH in God is the panacea for all 
our ills. 
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“Religion Can Purify Politics,” 
Says a Preacher 
(Concluded from page 14) 
polities since the beginning of human 
government? Did not the pagan reli- 
gions have a chance in pagan nations 
in the past? Did not the professed 
churches of Christianity have a chance 
during medieval times? Did not Puri- 
tanism have a free hand in colonial 
times? Most assuredly they wielded the 
religio-political scepter supremely in 
their heyday. 

History testifies that when religion 
was enthroned and reigned supreme in 
all things, divine as well as human, both 
polities and religion were at their low- 
est ebb. The streams of the earth 
flowed crimson with the blood of the 
martyrs. 

Not until the church and the state 
were separated could men call their souls 
their own. Where the church and the 
state have been the most completely 
separated, there religion has flourished 
best, and there the civil government has 
enjoyed the greatest peace and pros- 
perity. 

No, religion was never intended to 
purify politics. That is not its mission 
in the world. Its mission is to bring 
salvation to the lost, hope to the despair- 
ing, faith to the unbelieving, joy to the 
sorrowing, peace to the troubled heart, 
and life everlasting to the faithful chil- 
dren of God. “Pure religion and un- 
- defiled before God and the Father is 
this, To visit the fatherless and widows 
in their affliction, and to keep himself 
unspotted from the world.” Religion 
cannot purify politics, but politics can 
corrupt religion. 
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The Gutenberg Bible 


(Concluded from page 15) 
Strassburg to his own home in Mainz. 
Faust entered into partnership with 
Peter Schoeffer, an artistic copyist and 
illuminator of manuscripts, and together 
they produced many thousands of vol- 
umes of the Gutenberg Bible of rare 


beauty in varied colors. The tedious 
work of hand painting and printing was 
superseded by the printing press, and 
at once the market was flooded with 
these artistic Bibles, which outrivaled 
the most skilled workmanship of former 
times. 

The people could not understand how 
Faust was able to turn out so many 
Bibles with such rapidity and with sueh 
artistic decorations in the margin of 
each page, without being in league with 
the devil and the black arts, and thus 
he was accused of practicing the diabol- 
ical art of printing, of sorcery, and of 
dabbling with the forbidden books of 
magic and the black arts practiced by 
devils and evil spirits. Hence the dram- 
atization of Faust in league with the 
devil and evil spirits. 

Johannes Gutenberg died at his home 
in Mainz, Feb. 2, 1468, a poor man, and 
oblivious of the fact that his invention 
of the printing press and his printing of 
the Bible for general circulation was to 
revolutionize the whole world, and pro- 
duce the Renaissance in Europe, liber- 
ating the people from the iron grip of 
the Dark Ages. The world owes a debt 
to Gutenberg which has never yet been 
paid, in honored recognition of the tre- 
mendous influences he let loose when he 
invented the printing press and gave the 
Bible to the people, which hitherto had 
been a “forbidden book” in more than 
one way. 

Our front page cover design shows 
how the earnest seekers after truth in 
those benighted days cherished the pre- 
cious Book accessible to comparatively 
few people. 
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Blue Law Fanatics Rampant Again 


N Vancouver, Wash., an ancient Sun- 

day blue law was invoked recently, 
and three respectable business men of 
that city were fined $25 each for selling 
articles of food on Sunday. 

In a suburb of the City of Brotherly 
Love, in Pennsylvania, a policeman ar- 
rested a boy for kicking a football on 
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The father protested to the 


Sunday. 
policeman against arresting his boy for 
kicking a football on Sunday, and the 
policeman responded by shooting and 


killing the father outright. During the 
inquest! proceedings, Coroner Fred 
Schwartz declared that the killing of 
Mr. Strange, the father, by the police- 
man was due to a “fanatical enforce- 
ment of the blue laws” and a “lack of 
judgment on the part of police.” 

In Orange, N. J., a theater is located 
on the boundary line between the cities 
of Orange and East Orange. East 
Orange recently passed an ordinance 
prohibiting motion pictures on Sunday, 
and Orange passed an ordinance allow- 
ing such shows on Sunday. In the 
Palace Theater there are 1,200 seats in 
Orange and 900 seats in East Orange. 
The management has drawn a rope down 
the dividing line, and the 1,200 seats in 
the liberal territory are occupied every 
Sunday and the 900 seats in the blue law 
territory are unoccupied. The entrance 
to the theater is half on each side of 
the boundary line, and the projection 
room happens to be in “the land of the 
free and the home of the brave.” 

The city council of Windom, Minn., 
makes it a crime for one man to shave 
another on Sundays. We wonder if the 
city council is in the safety razor busi- 
ness. This is an excellent plan for teach- 
ing every man to shave himself, and 
when he has once learned the art of 
shaving himself each Sunday, he is apt 
to continue the habit throughout the 
week. It isa good way to put the barber 
out of business altogether. 
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Let Americans Safeguard Their 
Liberties 
(Continued from page &) 


alone, would never do so. The danger, 
if there is danger, comes from the per- 
sistent, insidious, and indirect efforts of 
religious zealots to get seemingly harm- 
less laws passed for the ostensible pur- 
pose of keeping their Sunday holy. 


They deny, with Pharisaic protestations, 
that they have the slightest purpose or 
desire to abridge any man’s religious 
freedom. Even such protestations, ve- 
hement as they are, cannot hide their 
ultimate purpose to do away with reli- 
gious liberty. They dare not make a 
direct attack upon this guaranty, but 
they will continue to make flank attacks 
with the hope that Congress, for in- 
stance, will prohibit baseball on Sunday. 
They care but little about Sunday base- 
ball, but they would use such a law as 
an opening wedge. Then other such 
laws would, they hope, be passed. In 
time their ultimate purpose would be ac- 
complished, and religious liberty would 
no longer exist in America. 

It behooves those who would preserve 
for themselves and their posterity this 
Constitutional guaranty, that they op- 
pose every attempt to encroach upon 
this great American principle. 

Let us see, for instance, what effect 
such laws would have upon a respect- 
able number of American citizens, who 
keep Saturday as their Sabbath. These 
people are earnest, consistent, and con- 
scientious in their belief that the Bible 
commands them to keep holy a certain 
day, and that they do no work on that 
day. They believe that to disobey this 
command will be a grievous and willful 
sin, the consequences of which will be 
serious in the extreme. Hence, no con- 
sistent believer among them would do 
any work on their Sabbath. Only six 
days are thus left in a week for them 
to labor for the support of those depend- 
ent upon them. 

But they are confronted with the law 
of the land requiring that no work be 
done on the day recognized by law as 
the sabbath. They dare not disobey the 
law of the land because a penalty of fine 
or imprisonment or both will be speedily 
visited upon them. What are they to 
do? Fear of God’s displeasure requires 
that they do no work on their Sabbath. 
Fear of punishment by the law of the 
land requires that they do no work on 
the day fixed by the law as the nation’s 
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sabbath. Hence they have only five days 
in the week in which to provide for those 
dependent upon them. One sixth of 
their time for work is taken away from 
them by law. Many of them are entirely 
dependent on their labor. When one 
sixth of their labor is denied them, then 
one sixth of their income is taken from 
them. Their labor is their only prop- 
erty. Property, under our system of 
government, cannot be taken except by 
due process of law. 

Is it right that any American citizen 
be put in such a position that he must 
disobey the law of his country or do 
violence to his religious convictions in 
order that he may maintain a home for 
those that the law of God and of man 
requires him to care for? Suppose the 
case, and often it is the case, when the 
fruits of six days of labor are absolutely 
necessary for this purpose. He must do 
one of three things,—work on his Sab- 
bath, and incur the penalty that he be- 
lieves God will visit upon him; work on 
the nation’s sabbath, and go to jail; or 
let his children go homeless. How heart- 
less must the man be who would by law 
so misuse his neighbor! Religious lib- 
erty is vital to the welfare of every cit- 
izen. 

Let no American be misled by what 
is known as “the purity of the Sabbath.” 
It is, and is intended to be, misleading. 
It is fraught with great danger to the 
peace and stability of our country. 
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A Chief Justice of the United 
States Rejects Sunday Law 


Arguments 
(Continued from page 1} 

twice. Two decisions—one for, the 
other against, the open Sunday—were 
appealed; in each case the decision 
below was reversed. The decisions of 
seven judges favored opening; those of 
seven favored closing.’’—Id., p. 364. 

The first legal opinion was given by 
Judge Stein, of the Superior Court of 


Cook County, Il), In part he said: 


LIBERTY 


“<‘This is a Christian nation,’ says the inter- 
vening petitioner, and ‘Christianity,’ says his 
counsel, ‘is part of the law of the land;’ and 
therefore the injunctions should not be granted. 
The truth of this proposition, from a legal 
standpoint, is not beyond doubt, but conceding 
its correctness, the consequences predicated 
thereon do not follow. . . . Grave difficulties 
present themselves as soon as it is sought to 
enforce practically the doctrine that the Chris- 
tian religion is a part of our law. There is 
a well-known Christian sect, the adherents of 
which believe that Saturday, and not Sunday, 
is the proper and rightful day of rest and wor- 
ship; and even among those who regard Sun- 
day as the proper day, there are serious differ 
ences of opinion as to the manner in which it 
should be kept. In this, as in other countries, 
there are millions of professing Christians, 
members of churches and congregations, who. 
see no wrong in taking recreation on Sunday. 
. . . Even if Christianity be imbedded in the 
law (which, I repeat, is not free from doubt), 
yet it by no means follows that the Christian 
religion, as practiced by very many numbers 
of its devout believers, requires the fair to 
be closed on Sunday.”—27 American Law Re- 
view, 573. 


Circuit Court Rules Against Sunday 
Opening 

The case was then earried to the 
United States Cireuit Court, Judges 
Jenkins and Woods deciding against 
opening and Judge Grosscup dissenting. 
Judge Jenkins argued at length on the 
physical “rest day” idea. He summed 
up his remarks by stating that Sunday 
legislation “provides simply for’ the pro- 
tection and for the peace of those who 
may choose to attend church, that they 
may not be interrupted by labor on that 
day.”—36 Federal Reporter, 644, 

This may be very simple for the one 
who wishes to attend churel, but how 
about some peace and protection for 
those who do not wish to worship on 
that day in this particular manner? A 
majority of the citizens of this country 
are not affiliated with any religious or- 
ganization. They are entitled to the 
same respect for their opinions as are 
the church members. 

. Judge Jenkins’ interpretation did not 
protect any one’s rights. Those who 
wished to refrain from labor and recre- 
ation on Sunday and to attend church, 


had that right and privilege long before 
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the fair was thought of. But those who 
desired to engage in legitimate work or 
pleasure on the first day of the week 
were deprived of their liberties. 

This whole line of argument was sim- 
ply an attempt to coerce the people by 
civil law into the observance of a reli- 
gious day. As this could not be done 
legally on civil grounds, some other 
scheme must be substituted. It was a 
plain meddling with affairs that do not 
belong to the government. The way the 
people flocked to the Exposition on Sun- 
day proved that Judge Jenkins’ opinion 
was not generally popular. 


Two Sides to the Question 


Judge Grosscup, in his dissenting 
opinion, took the only consistent posi- 
tion that can be taken on questions of 
this character : 

“Tt is not for us to determine whether the 
public good or good morals or the mandates 
of religion require closed gates on the first 
day of the week. It is enough to recognize 
that there are two sides to that question, each 
of which is espoused by equally able and con- 
scientious minds.”—“National Corporation Re- 
porter,” Vol. VI, p. 460. 


The case was then carried to the 
United States Cireuit Court of Appeals. 
Chief Justice Fuller, of the United 
States Supreme Court, handed down 
the unanimous opinion of the court. 

Mr. Milchrist, the United States attor- 
ney, worked hand in hand with the vari- 
ous Sabbath associations in an effort to 
close the fairgrounds on Sunday. He 


presented to the court all the leading 
arguments of those seeking to uphold 


Sunday laws in this nation, and sought 
to impress the judges with the church 
influences behind the movement. Re- 
ferring to the pressure placed upon 
Congress to seeure the Sunday closing 
provision, he said: 

“Numerous petitions and committees were re- 
ceived and heard by Congress through its com- 
mittees. [¢ is idle to say that only a few 


cranks or half-crazy people were engaged in this 
movement, From all parts of the land, church 
organizations and church people were heard 
protesting against what they regarded as a 
national disgrace, if this national enterprise 
should be marked by, as they thought, the des- 


ecration of the Lord’s day.”—Brief for Appel- 
lee, p. 32. 


Under the topic of the “Harm of the 
Open Sunday,” Mr. Milchrist brought 
in the favorite ““hristian nation” argu- 
ment: 

“Tt has been recently held (and that not for 
the first time) by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, that ours is a religious nation, 
and that the Christian religion is imbedded in 
our institutions (Church of the Holy Trinity 
vs. U. S., 143 U. S., 457). 

“If so, an observance of the Christian Sab- 
bath is properly a part of our national life, for 
it will not be asserted, as is thought, that such 
observance is not/enjoined by the Holy Scrip- 
tures. However that may be, while it is the 
law as declared by Congress as to this enter- 
prise, and by the legislatures of the several 
States as to all persons, it is respectfully sug- 
gested that the inquiry should not be, ‘What 
harm will be done by opening a show under 
national auspices at least, and having a na- 
tional character, for money—for financial profit 
—on the Sabbath day?’ but rather, ‘Why should 
the letter of all these laws be violated, and those 
principles of our faith set at defiance for such 
considerations?’ ”—Brief for Appellee, p. 13. 


In closing his religious pleas, the at- 
torney contended that the opening of 
the fairgrounds on Sunday would con- 
stitute a “great injury and a grievous 
prejudice to the common public good 
and to the welfare of the people of the 
United States.” This is a stock argu- 
ment continually heard in defense of 
Sunday legislation. 

Sunday Law Arguments Rejected 


But all these religious pleas and de- 
mands did not favorably impress the 


eourt. The “Christian nation” decision, 
referred to by the attorney, was handed 


down under the chief justiceship of Mr. 
Fuller. It is very evident that the dis- 
tinguished jurist did not draw any suceli 
conclusion as was insisted upon by Mr. 
Milchrist and other champions of Sun- 
day laws. In presenting the unanimous 
opinion of the United States Cireuit 
Court of Appeals, the chief justice said, 
in commenting upon the religious areu- 
ments of Mr. Milchrist: 

“The bill avers that the defendents are usurp- 
ing an unlawful authority over the Exposition 


and grounds, and in virtue thereof are assum: 
ing to open the gates on Sunday in contraven- 
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tion of the acts of Congress, and notwithstand- 
ing such opening would be ‘of great injury and 
a grievous prejudice to the common public good 
and to the welfare of the people of the United 


States.’ It is not charged that any property 
interest of the complainants will be affected by 
the threatened action, nor is there any allega- 
tion of irreparable injury or probable loss by 
reason thereof. . . . The court is conversant 
only with questions of property and maintenance 
of civil rights.”—56 Federal Reporter, 667. 


The chief justice was right. He 
ignored the religious arguments, and 
placed the matter entirely upon a civil 
basis, where it belongs. Engaging in 
harmless acts of recreation or attending 
to labor on Sunday that is entirely legit- 
imate on other days of the week, does 
not damage the civil or property rights 
of others. To prohibit these and other 
activities on Sunday is, however, an in- 
terference with the rights of those en- 
gaging in them. It is the makers and 
enforcers of Sunday laws who are in- 
terfering with the civil and property 
rights of American citizens, and not the 
ones suffering under such puritanical 
statutes. Simple justice demands the 
repeal of all such statutes. 


A Contribution to the Cause of Religious 
Liberty 


With few exceptions the Chicago press 
hailed the decision of Chief Justice 
Fuller as a great victory for religious 
liberty and the principles of a separa- 
tion of church and state. The editor of 
the Chicago Herald (June 18, 1893) pro- 
claimed it “a new Declaration of Inde- 


pendence.” 


“Tt is a new Declaration of Independence 
for the rights of conscience and for religious 
liberty. It removes some of the chains and 
fetters from the human mind. It is a deliver- 
ance. It is a decree of divorce separating the 
civil law and the police from the obligations 
which each man’s mind and conscience impose 
upon himself in his form of worship, in his 
Sabbath day duties, and in his own interpre- 
tations of gospel obligations.” 


The Chicago Times of the same date 


stated : 

“The Puritan is given the back seat, and 
citizens of the Republic who are liberal-minded 
have secured a victory which will distinctly 
mark progress in the history of the United 


States. . . . The Republic is a country which 
refuses to discriminate between religious sects, 


and offers to every citizen the widest possible 
latitude of personal conduct.” 

There are still many Sunday laws 
cluttering the statute books of the 
States. If these antiquated religious 
laws could be subjected to the clear 
reasoning of the chief justice, they 
would soon be eliminated. It is a se- 
vere strain on justice and common sense 
to believe that a person should be made 
a lawbreaker and a criminal for indulg- 
ing in the most harmless acts on one 
day of the week. Men have been ar- 
rested, fined, and imprisoned for pick- 
ing strawberries, digging potatoes, chop-. 
ping wood, playing baseball, ete., on 
Sunday. 

If the civil and property rights of 
the complainants are not harmed by 
these commendable acts on Wednesday, 
by what sudden overturning of all the 
principles of civil jurisprudence are 
they prohibited on Sunday? Any one 
can guess the reason. There would be 
no clamoring for the making and en- 
foreing of such laws were it not for the 
intolerant, fanatical religious spirit that 
is still permeating the minds and hearts 
of many so-called Christians. 

Let all be as puritanical as they wish 
with themselves, but be Christlike in 
the treatment of their fellow men. The 
golden rule is better than an iron rule. 
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THE person who habitually oversleeps 
and misses church services, is in danger 
of sleeping on through the first resur- 
rection, and not waking up until the 
second resurrection, a thousand years 
later. 
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THE man who says he is “very hum- 
ble,” has no humility; for humility does 
not talk about itself. 


SB SB 


Pouttics in religion is like a fly in the 
ointment. 








Government Refuses Aid to 
Lord’s Day Alliance Program 


A“ the request of the Lord’s Day Alli- 
ance of the Dominion of Canada, 
the postal authorities of the Dominion 
“instructed the postmasters of all cities 
in Canada from Victoria to Halifax to 
make use of the cancellation stamp, 
‘Observe Sunday,’ from April 27 to May 
4” last. This was brought to our atten- 
tion by friends of Lrperry in Canada, 
who sent us samples of stamps bearing 
this cancellation. 

Since to a greater or less degree the 
British Empire in all its territories rec- 
ognizes a union between religion and 
government, the action of the Canadian 
authorities in the instance referred to 
did not seem particularly — strange. 
While we believe that this action was 
contrary to the best interests of both re- 
ligion and the government, we recognize 
that we of the United States have no 
right to attempt to tell Canada what 
she shall or shall not do. 

What is done in this land is another 
matter, and we are concerned with it 
as citizens. The attempt to link this 
government with any religious rite or 
creed must not be allowed. The Lord’s 
Day Leader, bimonthly organ of the 
Lord’s Day Alliance of the United 
States, tells in its pages of the attempt 
that was made in the United States sim- 
ilar to the one made in Canada, but with 
different results. We quote the reply re- 
ceived from the Executive Assistant to 
the Postmaster General to the request 
of the alliance: 

“Your letter, addressed to the Postmaster 
General, suggesting that this Department oper- 
ate at certain post offices special cancelling ma- 
chine die hubs bearing the legend, ‘Observe 
Sunday,’ has been referred to me for appro- 
priate attention. 


“The Department cannot consistently follow 
your suggestion for the reason that an order 
was issued on July 28, 1923, discontinuing the 
use of special cancelling machine die hubs ex- 


cept in cases under the auspices of the Govern- 
ment for which Congress has made specific ap- 
propriation of funds.” 

The editor of the Lord’s Day Leader, 
commenting on this reply, says: 

“We could earnestly hope that the Congress 
of the United States may see its way clear in 
the near future to enact a law which would give 
the Post Office Department the privilege of dis- 
criminating with respect to the striking off of 
cancellation stamps for causes concerning which 
there could be no question.” 

There can be serious question about 
the right of the Post Office Department 
to give the seal of governmental ap- 
proval to any religious observance, right 
or wrong. Since Congress appropriates 
millions of dollars to meet the deficit in 
postal operations, to grant the request 
of the Lord’s Day Alliance would be 
simply equivalent to spending the taxes 
of all for the promotion of the beliefs 
of some. 

This seems a small matter, but it 
shows to what lengths the professional 
reformers will go to secure any conces- 
sion from the government for their par- 
ticular beliefs. No opening is too small 
for them to attempt to enter. Grant 
them this request, and the next time 
they have a Sunday bill before Congress 
they will use it as an argument that 
the government has already recognized 
Sunday to a large extent, and should go 
the whole way, by prosecuting, convict- 
ing, and imprisoning those who do not 
observe the first day of the week accord- 
ing to the particular and peculiar views 
of the “holier-than-thou’s” who earn 
their living through appearing as the 
guardians of the morals of all their fel- 
low men. These reformers are unwilling 
to rely upon persuasion, and must fall 
back upon coercion. May Congress al- 
Ways avoid any act that might aid a 
union of church and state! 

H. H. V. 
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HE LIBERTY magazine is celebrating its Silver Anniver- 
sary, as the official organ of the International Religious 
Liberty Association. It is the worthy successor of the 

American Sentinel, whose first number was published forty-five 
years ago, in January, 1886, at Oakland, Calif., by the Pacific 
Press Publishing Company. In 1890 the journal was removed 
to New York City, and there published by this same firm until 
May, 1900, as the organ of the International Religious Liberty 
Association. From May, 1900, until October, 1901, it was 
published in Chicago under the name of the Sentinel of Christian 
Liberty. Fram November, 1901, until September, 1903, it was 
published in New York City, by the Pacific Press Publishing 
Company. The next number, October, 1903, was issued from 
Washington, D. C., the paper having been transferred from the 
Pacific Press to the Review and Herald Publishing Association. 
In April, 1906, the magazine became a quarterly, and the name 
was changed to Liberty, a Magazine of Religious Freedom. 
Today this magazine is recognized as the leading exponent of 
American ideals of civil and religious liberty, of the total separation 
of church and state, and of the free exercise of the conscience of 
the individual in religious matters. It protests against every en- 
croachment of civil authority upon the inalienable rights of man. 
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